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U S WEST PARTIAL OPPOSITION TO
GTE’S MOTION TO EXTEND THE COMMENT DATE

U S WEST opposes GTE’s request to extend the comment date by 30 days, from Sep-
tember 12 to October 12, 1995." U S WEST instead recommends that the comment date remain
September 12, but that the reply date be extended to November 13, 1995. This schedule would
allow GTE to file its customer survey on October 12. as its requests, and give the rest of the in-

dustry the opportunity to comment on this study in the reply comments.

The Commission initiated this proceeding on July 13, 1995. The Commission gave the
industry 60 days in which to prepare comments — until September 12 — and 30 days in which
to prepare reply comments — until October 12 U S WEST is prepared to submit comments on

September 12 and, it suspects, the rest of the industry is similarly prepared as well.

GTE now proposes that the comment date be extended another 30 days. This extension
is appropriate, GTE says, because it is in the process of conducting a customer survey regarding
telephone number portability which will not be completed until October 12. GTE notes
(correctly) that, if the current comment schedule is maintained, the industry will not have the
opportunity to comment on this GTE study unless industry members file supplemental com-

ments.

' See Request of GTE for Extension of Time in which to File Opening Comments, filed August 31, 1995.
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U S WEST agrees with GTE that there is “very little empirical data regarding the poten-
tial demand for LNP” and that its survey “can only assist the Commission in making the impor-
tant determinations it is called upon to make in this proceeding.” GTE Motion at 2 and 3. US
WEST also agrees that the industry should be given the opportunity to analyze and submit public

comment on GTE’s study results.

The answer to GTE’s dilemma, however, is not to extend the comment period and delay
the commencement of this critically important proceeding. The Commission gave the industry

ample time to prepare comments, and the industry is ready to timely file comments on Tuesday.

The answer to GTE’s dilemma is rather to extend the reply comment date by 30 days
giving the industry 60 days to review the comments and prepare reply comments. Under this
proposal, GTE could still file its customer survey on October 12, giving the industry 30 days to

analyze and comment on the study.

Equally important, it is doubtful whether the industry will be able to prepare thorough
and insightful reply comments under the current schedule (whereby only 30 days have been allot-
ted to reply comment preparation). The comments filed will almost certainly be voluminous —
both in number and in size — and the subject matter is extraordinarily complex. In these cir-

cumstances, 30 days may not be ample time to prepare reply comments.

Extending the reply comment date now will meet GTE’s needs without delaying the
commencement of this proceeding. Taking such action now will also give the industry some
breathing room to analyze the comments filed. And such action will obviate the need for mem-

bers of the industry to seek an extension of the replv date at a later time.



For the foregoing reasons, U S WEST respectfully requests that the Commission main-
tain the current comment due date of September 12, 1995, but that it extend the reply comment
date to November 13, 1995. This schedule will give the entire industry more time to review and
analyze what will undoubtedly be voluminous comments and, if GTE submits its study on Octo-

ber 12, will give the industry the opportunity to comment on the study in their reply comments.

Respectfully submitted,
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